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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

Claim rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) 

1) Claims 1 and 3-17 have been rejected as being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 
6,203,602 (Rangell). 
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On page 2 of the Final Office Action, the Examiner asserted that Rangell 
anticipates independent claim 1 because Rangell leaves open the possibility for 
modifications to the construction and operation of the device. However, as explained on 
page 5 of the previous response, Rangell does not show a chalk line that is provided 
with a water resistant material prior to receiving a powdered material. Instead, Rangell 
explicitly teaches "an effective amount of colored chalk mixed with an effected amount 
of concrete dye and applied to a moistened snap line of a chalk device" (Col. 3, lines 
48-52). Anticipation does not arise by casually stating that "numerous modifications 
may be resorted to regarding the construction and operation of the device, which will 
lead one to believe that includes the coating of the strand prior to receiving the 
powdered material". Rangell simply does not anticipate Applicant's invention as 
claimed, and Applicant requests that article claims 1 and 3-6 be passed to issue. 

2) Similarly, on page 3 of the Final Office Action, independent method claim 7 was 
rejected by the Examiner as being anticipated for reasons unstated other than Rangell 
discloses the steps of: a) providing a snap line (13) comprising at least one strand of r 
material; and b) applying a water resistant material to the strand; and c) drying the 
strand. As explained on page 5 of the previous response, previously amended method 
claim 7 requires that the strand of material be dried before powdered material is applied 
thereto. Rangell simply does not show the sequence of steps being claimed, and 
Applicant requests that method claims 7-1 1 be passed to issue. 

3) On page 4 of the Final Office Action claim independent method 1 1 was rejected 
by the Examiner as being anticipated because Rangell "suggests" the claimed method. 
As explained on page 6 of the previous response, Applicant is claiming a method of 
treating powdered material and specifically recites an intermediate step of applying a 
water resistant liquid material to the powdered material as it resides within a container. 
Rangell merely places his "dry" composition of chalk and concrete dye into a container, 
from which it is later dispensed onto a "moistened" line. The Examiner has not provided 
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any citation that provides support the assertion that Rangell "suggests" Applicant's 
method of treating powdered material, as claimed. If the Examiner is aware of any 
language in the reference of Rangell that does support the anticipation rejection, please 
point it out. In the absence of such language, Rangell simply does not show the 
sequence of steps being claimed, and Applicant requests that method claims 11-14 be 
passed to issue. 

4) On page 5 of the Final Office Action, the Examiner asserted that independent 
claim 15 was anticipated by Rangell. As explained on page 6 of the previous response, 
Rangell does not use a line that is water repellant; otherwise he would not be able to 
moisten it so that it can receive his powdered composition. If the Examiner continues to 
persist with this rejection, Applicant requests that the Examiner cite where the 
limitations of this claim are taught in Rangell. Rangell simply does not anticipate 
Applicant's invention as claimed, and Applicant requests that article claims 15-17 be 
passed to issue. 

Claim rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 

1) Claim 2 has been rejected as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 6,203,602 
(Rangell), with the Examiner asserting that it would be obvious to provide the chalk line 
of Rangell with silicone. As explained on page 7 of the previous response, Rangell 
simply does not show or disclose treating a chalk line so that is made water resistant 
prior to applying powdered material thereto. Rather, Rangell specifically teaches 
against making his line water resistant. Rangell wants his line to be hydrophilic so that 
it is able to retain his chalk line composition, a portion of which is water proof. It would 
not be obvious to treat a chalk line so that it is water resistant, and it would not be a 
matter of choice to use silicone. It is simply not obvious to provide the chalk line of 
Rangell with silicone, as claimed, and Applicant requests that article claim 2 be passed 
to issue. 
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CONCLUSION 

On the basis of the foregoing remarks and arguments of record, applicant 
respectfully submits that claims 1-17 are in condition for allowance and Applicant 
respectfully requests that a timely Notice of Allowance be issued in this case. 
Alternatively, if the Examiner is of the opinion that prosecution of the application may be 
expedited by a telephonic interview, the Examiner is invited to contact applicant's 
representative at the telephone number listed below. 



Respectfully submitted, 

For the Applicant(s) 

By his/her/their Attorneys, 

Customer Number MOORE, HANSEN & SUMNER 

225 South Sixth Street 



22854 



Suite 4850 

Minneapolis, Minnesota 55402 
Telephone: (612) 332-8200 
Facsimile: (612) 332-1780 



Date June 13, 2006 By: Qo^u^A /JdZy~u& 
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